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ABSTRACT 

Designed to deteriine the professional reading 
backgrounds, habits, and interests of secondary English teachers, 
this study surveyed the aiount of reading done iu three areas: 
professional Journals, books about the teaching of English, and books 
on general education. Titles of selected books (with authors) and 
journals are presented, along vith fictitious titles, and the 
respondent is asked to aark a seven-point scale after each title, 
indicating his degree of fatiliarity with each itei, froM never 
having heard of it to intisate knowledge of the contents, [This 
document is one of those reviewed in The Research Instruments Project 
(TRIP) monograph "Measures for Research and Evaluation in the English 
Language Acts" to be published by the Committee on Research of the 
National Council of Teachers of English in cooperation vith the ERIC 
Clearinghouse on Reading and Communication skills. A TRIP review 
which precedes the documents lists its category (Teacher Competency), 
title, authors, and date, and describes the instrument's purpose and 
physical characteristics. ] (RB) 
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The attached document contains one of the measures reviewed 
in :he TRIP committee monograph titled: 

Measures for Research and Evaluation 
in the English Language Arts 



TRIP is an acronym which signifies an effort to abstract 
and make readily available measures for research and evalua-- 
tion in the English language arts* These measures relate to 
language development, listening, literature, reading, standard 
English as a second language or dialect, teacher competencies, 
or writing. In order to make these instruments more readily 
available, the ERIC Clearinghouse on Reading and Communication 
Skills has supported the TRIP committee sponsored by the Committee 
on Research of the National Council of teachers of English and 
has processed the material into the ERIC system* The ERIC 
Clearinghouse accession numbers that encompass most of these 
documents are CS -CS 3 0/37^. 
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Title: Professional Roadlng of Teachers Qucstionnoi re 
Autliorsj Theodore W, Hippie and Thomds R. Glblln 

Description of the Instrument: 

Purpose t To cletertnlnc the professional rending b«ickgrounds and 
interests of secondary Kngllsh teachers, 
Date o f Constn ictlon ; 1971 

Physic al Description: The PRTQ is in three parts: professional 
Journals, books about the teaching of English, and books on general 
education. Titles of selected bookt^ (v;lth authors) and jouriials are 
presented, along with fictitious titles; and the respondent is asked 
to mark a seven-point scale after each title, Indicating his degree of 
familiarity with it, from never having heard of it to intimate knowledge 
of It; 

Validity, Reliability, and Normative Data: 

No validity or reliability data are offered. Ihe inclusion of 
fictitious titles to check on the honesty of the respondents does con- 
tribute indirectly to the validity of the ?RTQ. Validity is strengthened , 
too, If one accepts the assumption that the two authors were experienced 
English educators and could therefore select an appropriately wide range 
of journal and book titles and, as well, disguise the fictitious titles 
sufficiently so they would fulfill their ptirpose. 

Data from the study in which the PRTQ was used permit compar- 
isons of future findings with those from 386 Florida teachers who completed 
the questionnaire. 
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Reality can indeed be dislurbwg-paYiknlnrty 
if it taps assessment of the reading and aware* 
ness of qualified English personnel. Through a 
questionnaire technique^ Mr. Hippie and Mr. 
Giblin sampled selected professional reading be* 
havior of )S6 P.ngUsh teachers in the state of 
Florida. Although their ynlc of return was only 
if^<^ randofnness of the returns suggests an 
adequate basis for their comewattvc inierpreta- 
lions. White the fineness of discrimination be- 
tween journal titles might account for some 
of the responses, the implications for the pre* 
paration of English teachers, teacher education 
in general, in-sewice programs, an<l dissefuina- 
tioH of information is only too apparcnt.^Re* 
viewed by W. R, P. 



The professional reading of 
English teachers in Florida 

THEODORE W. HIPPLK 
University of Florida 

ami THOMAS R GIBUN 
, Uniuersily of Colorado, 

Colorado Springs Center 

The practicing sccondc^ry school English tcitclier in Florida 
is not likely to be engaged in much professional reading re- 
lated either to education in general or to leaching English in 
particular Furthermore, tils university preparation has not 
been remarkably rich witii professional reading experiences. 
Though blunt and tmflattering^ these generalizations ap|>car 
inescapable after one studies the results yielded in a survey 
ciesiglted to test the knowledge English teachers have of cdti- 
cationai journals and books. 

In Mayi 1970, a survey of reading habits was .sent to 580 
randomly selected teachers of Englisli in the state of Florida. 
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The survey listed six journal lilies related to (lie leaching ol 
English, ten jouvnal lilies related lo education, and 20 bool 
titles ill earti field. Aho included was a numbering system 
ejiabling rcspondcnis to iutliraic the degree of ll eir famil ^ 
iariiy willi ihc works listed. 

As a precaution if)»aiust a icjithcr's checkiu);; items whether 
he had read them or noi, exactly liati of the journal and booV 
titles listed were fklilioies. (in this report the imaginary tilb 
nrc printed in lower case; in itic atmal iurvey, of course, all 
titles were printed alike. Sec Tnblcs 3-5.) The anonymotu, 
survey also solicited information about the respondents' eti ' 
ucation and teaching experience and about their mcmbershiji 
in professional organizations. 

Of the 680 sent, 386 (onipleted and usaljle iuiveys were re- 
turned. On ilicse returns, the failure of llic fictitious title to 
attain wide mention attests to the validity of the results re , 
ceived. IIad» for exaniplej the Kangley title (a fictitious one) 
outranked tlic J look title or the Moffett title (bodi real), ^ 
tlicn the entire set of results might have been rctulered su> 
pect. It appears that, for the most parij the res]iomlcnis wcir 
hoiiesti even though ;»uch iiucgrity revealed a dislr^'ssing 'ad^ 
of acquaintance with what has been v riiten about education 
generally and English teaching specifically. 

SAMPLK The selection of the approximately 580 teachers of secon- 
dary school Fnglish in the stave of Florida to whom the survej 
» was sent was facilitated through the offices of cither the counn 
supervisor of language arts or ihc county representative of the 
Florida Etiucational Research and Development Coiuicil, a 
statewide organizaiioii. This person w^as asked to dislrib'Jle ' 
the sur\ey sheets sent to him lo randomly selected secondary 
school English teachers wnihin his county district. The re- 
turns indicated that the desired randomness was attained, with 
completed and usable surveys coming from 48 counties in 
rtoiida. Though the insirument permitted no exact way ol 
checking whether all the returned surveys from one county' 
came fronr one school (antl, hriue, from one English depart- 
mcnt)/this appeared not to be the case, as re|)orled by the 
dillcrences iir school po|ndalions i<|eiuificd on surveys re- 
tuhicd from those counties which have tnore ihan one se<^ 
ondary school. 

Uandomncss was furtlier indicated by ihc educaiion and cx 
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pcricncc of the ic.icltcrs who completed the survey. Of ihc 
responding leaclicis, 37% (125) possessed a ninster's degree 
or higher, 6S% (2G1) a bachelor's degree. There were no re- 
turns from teachers who had not earned at least a bachelor's 
degree. Moreover, ilic experience levels of ilie respondents 
ranged from one year to 30 years. These figures arc shown in 
Tabic 1. . — 



rable I 

Years of Experience and Kducatiou of Respondents 





1-5 


4-7 


&-I2 


13-18 


over 18 years 


Toiafs 


Bj\. 


88 


62 


42 


27 


42 


261 


MjV. 


16 


20 


22 


32 


35 


125 



386 



Participation in professional organizations reflected anoihei 
\ • dimension of the variety of the survey j>opulation. Questions 

were asked about membersliip in four organisations, two na- 
;I lional and two state; TIic National Council of Teachers of 

V English (NCTE) > the National Education Association (NI^A) , 

9 the Florida Council of Teachers of English (FCTE), a.^l 

the Florida Education Association (FEA)* The results are 
summarized in Table 2. 



Table 2 

Membership in Professional Organizations 





NcrE 




' FCTE 


FEA 






107 


128 


110 




76 


66 


85 


70 



tMt RESULTS Part 11 of the insirnnient sought information about the 
reading of journals related to ilie teaching o£ Ertglish in 
I particular and to education iti general. As explained above, 

exactly half of the titles listed in the survey were fictitiotis. 
t The data yielded is presented in Table 3, (Fictitious titles 

are indicated in lower case print; real, in upper case.) 

Part 111 of the instrument questioned respondents about 
their familiariiy with hooks related either to ilie teaclu'ng of 
English or to education in general. Table 4 presents tlic in* 
O formation receive<l about the rcadint; of books dcaliuB; with the 
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Table 3 

Rcaitcrslii]) iit ProfcssioKal jomujiU 

Meaning!! of KcsjX)tisc OhJo Nutiil)cvJi 

1. 1 have never hvaui ol ihis joimwl, 

2. I am sllglirly familjat wUh lliis jouioaJ, b\a do noi recall leadlrgU. 

3. I OFicc iiscti tills journal some, hut no longer rcail ii. 

4. 1 do not subwrilK lo ihii jouiiml, bni do icad it occasionally. 

5. I do not subsciibc to llils joiMnid. but do lead it regularly, 
r>. I subscribe Lo lbi» jouiual. but sekloiti read much ot h. 

7. I subscribe lo tbis jovnii 

Name ot Jouiual 



The Composiiion I'cachcr 
ELEMENTARV ENGUSft 
THE ENCMSII JOUKNAJ. 
English New* and Notes 
MEDfA AM) MEMtODS 
Secondary School KugJish 



Classroom Digest 

CLEARING HOUSE 

Cotitemporary Jssucs iu 
Scconclaiy Educalioji 
Education in America 

JOURNAL OF SECONDARV 

EDUCATION 
Vm DELTA KAPPAN 

SCHOOL AND^SOCIEI Y 

Secondary School Teaching 

TODAY*S EDUCA'I tON 
(formcilyNKA JOURNAL) 

Today's High Schools 
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0 


6 


4 


27 


20 


3 


65 M.A. 


mt 


50 


6 


31 


7 


0 


S BA 1 




30 


8 


12 


A 


0 


3 MA 


n 


ID 


2j 


52 


27 


5 


27 B.A. 


rj 


23 


7 


50 


22 


1 


17 M.A. ' 


yo 


70 
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13 
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20 
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1 B.A. 




25 
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1 M.A. 


171 


57 
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25 
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80 


23 
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14 
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67 


7 


15 


4 


0 
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11 


31 
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0 MA 


M2 


76 


17 


49 


4 
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8 


27 


2 


0 


0 BA 


62 


21 


17 


22 


5 


(1 


0 M.A: / 


135 




15 


50 


4 


0 


0 B.A, 


6? 


31 


a 


19 


2 


0 


0 MA 


2S 


52 


2<i 


5J 


IS 


11 


«2 B A 




n 


17 


16 


u 


8 


54 MA 


167 


41 


9 


52 


6 


0 


0 B.A. 


; ^9 


25 


0 


10 


2 


0 


1 UX 



teaching of Kiiglisfi. (Again, fictitious lides arc picscntcd in 
lower case*) 

Table i 

The Rc*itling of Books about ihe 'I eachiug ot English 

Mcarilngs of Rc5|x>risc CckIc Numbers: 

1. I h;»vc ijcvct licnrcl of \hh Wk. 

2. I have \\c:iu\ oi Mi Ixyok. luit liavc iioi rcMil nuy of it. 
1 have rcjcl paris of thin 

I. I liavc read all of Uih r>ook. 

5, I have stjrtjfcil book caicfully and fed Hint I know i( ratliti 
well, (U you own any of these books, pk.isc a<l<l a ^*6*' lo Ow 
number already in tPic blank.) 



Author and Book Title 
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1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


$ 




Allaiison: English for all Americnn 




21 
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0 


0 


0 


B.A. 


■ oum 


102 


17 


5 


0 
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0 


M,A 


Brauer and Snead: Composiiioii 


IGl 


51 


47 
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B.A. 


in ihc KngtiOi Cl.^vs 


7t 


21 


23 


f> 
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M.A. 


BlJRTONr MTER/VI URE S I IJOV 


IIS 


38 


57 


24 


29 


2? 


B.A. 






15 


^7 




30 
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M.A. 


Clatk: Engliih for Octnocralic 


224 


2g 


f> 
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B,A 




93 




6 
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0 




COMMISSION ON ENGMSII OF 
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12 


12 
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21 


13 


M.A. 
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Committee of Nine of ihc NGTE: 


115 


49 


65 


25 
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B.A, 


A Gwlile to the Tcaclimj» of Enj^li^h 


39 


26 


37 
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M.A. 


DIXON: GROWTH TIIROUCIl 


1D6 
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15 
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B.A 
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80 


20 


14 
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MA 


EVANS AND WALKER: TRENDS 
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48 
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rN THE TKACIIINC; OF KNGUSH 


66 


27 


23 
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MA. 


Fryann: Language Teaclung and 
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24 


23 
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Bj^, 


La:igr.age i4?arning 




25 


12 
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M.A. 


OUTII: ENCLlSif TODAY 
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37 


21 
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BA 


AND TOMORRvW 


11 


27 
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M.A. 


Hcudikk: EngUMi during 0»e 


202 


SO 


25 




• 3 
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n.A 
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67 


23 


12 
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MA. 


HOOK: r/IE TEACHfNC OK 
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34 


62 


20 


61 


51 


B.A. 
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10 


32 


22 


31 


26 


MA. 


LangJey: The Teaching of High 


139 
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52 
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70 


16 


25 
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Mill lER: TUK USKS 01' 
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13 
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BA. 




79 


17 
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MA 


PiciTC and AriilcistTiii Knj>lish 
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101 
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10 
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AS EXJM.ORA'lJON 


79 




17 
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85 


21 


ID 


3 
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20 


21 


BA. 
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17 


35 


10 
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15 


MA. 


OF ENGI.ISFI 
















WiHanl: 'i he i^lmly of EnglisJi 




26 


20 
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BA 
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IS 


II 
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MA 



Tabic 5 prcsenii tlic infonnaiioji received on b<K>ks ilcaling 
Willi education in general. 

Table 5 

TJie Reading of Books about Kdutalioii in (;citeial 

Meanings of Rciipoitsc CchIc NuiuIkmsi: 

1. 1 have iKncr luard of (liis l>ook. 

2. i liavc licnid of ifiis lxx)k, htil iiavc im mmiI imy of it. 

3. I have read parls of lids IkkjIc. ' - 

4. 1 have lead all o( iliis IxXik. 

5. I have Mirdicd ihU \yook rarcf«ll) and feci ihat [ Uww k laihti 
well. <lf yon owri any of 4hcsc Ixwk*. plcjsc add ;< "(i * lo tht 
iiumljer alieady in ilie hiank.) 



Author and Hook Tiilc 
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3 
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6 


llegrct 


Alktns: The Society of rljc 


221 


'27' 


10 
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BA. 


Secondary Sclio<d 


100 
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MA. 


BAR/UN: TEACHER IN 


191 


33 


28 
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BA. 


AMERICA 


55 


28 


25 
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MA. 


BLOOM: TAXONOMV OF 


136 


15 


G7 


21 


23 


20 


b.a: 


EDUCATiONAL OJJJEailVES 


45 


18 


30 


13 


13 
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Kf.A, 


Bmwri and Stand ish: The Dynamic 


225 


20 
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0 
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of Secondary Education 


97 


17 
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i 




1 
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BRUNER: THE PROCESS 
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31 


39 


12 


10 
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BA. 


OF EDlfCATION 


61 
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23 


0 
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MA. 
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ECSTASY 
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M.A. 
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SOME K Some of ihc Knglish teachei icspondeius identifieiJ jour- 
ANALYSES tvAs and l)ooks wluch (lo not cyen cxis!; as ones they had read; 
■ e.g.. Ungley's t'/ie Icnchmg of high uhool Uieraiure \tr\% te- 
ported as read by IIS respondents and owned by !1 of Uicsc 
teachers. If one is ecmpted, however, to conchide from diesc 
data that the respondents were distionest. he may be doing 
them a disservice. While it is possible that Mime of the teach- 
Q ers checlced imaginary titles a$ ones they were fatniliar with 
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: 1 
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simply lo enhance ilic pivune of tlieii ptolcsJiioiiul reading, 
it 15 mmliy possible lhar soiuc of ilie tc.uliers who made iuth 
ImUcalions were simply misiuMn. Book iiilcs in cil^iiaUou 
havfi u remarkable siniiljiviiy, ami u icactier loiJkl nalier easily ^ 
confuse an imagiinary book wiili a teal one he reiut a fcK 
years earlier, A leather wit li several years of experience, for 
example, might recall havhig icail a particiihir book for an 
educaiion course eighi or ten years earlier; a liile listed on 
the survey miglil ^<?er« to lie the title of the book he had rfa<l ' 
Hence, he itleiiUried it as one he luid read A iiiulcnt, of lUcse , 
(lata cannot, in short, infer universal liiipl icily when iherrj 
exists such a forceftil potential for shnple ami honest error, ! 

Then, tob> the events ol the moment may have influenced 
many teachers. The most widely studied iniaginury book was 
Olncy\ Eihicational objectives in sccotulnry cduatiion^ At the 
tinic the teachers completed this survey, most Were involve^ ^ 
in yearlong statewide vork on behavioral objectives; OouM- 1 
lessly many of them hail studied sbnie prlnica uia^^»^^'^'* ! 
such objectives (very possibly Mager^ /^j r p^n/N^ imiruclioml ^ 
ob/(fctiv^j) and concUuled, qtiite hoiAesily even if niistaketJ), ' 
that the Olney title was the one they had cxjunined. Again. ; 
then simple error and not deliberaie fabucaiion caused th^$< 

data. , ii 1 

Nonetheless; oneVcharitable assertion gf error inust iJot hfac 

what surely exists io^ome degiree: the purposeful disioriibn . 

by a few leaihers of this report of their professional re;uling 

habits and libroriei No lew than teachers in other distlplina 

^mc teachers of secondary school Knglish view with a sense ol 

self'guijt the paitcity of their professional re;i<ling. Quite 

naturally, they hoi>e to appear better read than they are 

Even though the survey was kept anonymous, even thoiigli ilie 

results of a particular icacher's responses never reaclicd Im 

superiors biit Were ieni diWtly to the aiuhors, no doubt some 

teachers wanted to see^n welKread, a condiiion easily achieve! 

by the expedient of marking a '^3^' or "4" where a * 1" or "k 

would have bceii more UnthtuK Jt follows that suclMcachen 

would reveal themselves occasionally with their indications ol 

substantial ^jmH witli imaginary jouriiats ami books. 

2. Of course, the really pertinent data concern the faniili 

arity teachers tiave with journals and books which do exhi. 

and h-re the picture is somewhat depressing. For wliatevci 

reasons (and a few of these will be examined in the cor^ 
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chision 10 this setiiun) icatlicrs oi scconiliuy school KuglWi 
ure iioi presently reading widely in professionat liiciaiure, >ioi 
have they read widely in ihe \ym. A few cKteptions lo ihese 
gencnUizaiiohs sund oui, noiahly the English Jourual Mil 
Todays Edxuathti moii^ the jour uah utid \vork$ like Bur- 
ion's, llookVand Connni's ;intong the booU Kven Uiese. 
however, need turiher cxamhiailon. 

Tlic English Jbtirnal and Today's KriiurW/ori arc luember- 
ship bonuses, reipeclivcly. of ihe National Council of Teach 
ers of KiV>lish and Ihc National Education Association. When 
one Joins'these organi/altotis, he auioinatically icceives these 
jottmaU. Clomparisou oi Tables 2 and 3 reveals tliat ineniber^ 
slitp in these organizations docs not, however, auiomaiically 
insure the careful reading of the jouinaU Of the 185 bclungv 
iiig to the NCTK, only 158 used a ^*7" to indicate thorough 
reading of the English Jourml 

Among the books, Burton's Uicmiuvc in ihe sctoudmy 
schooh vi^t one of the most popular* I'rofessor Dwiglii M. 
Burton has for n^any years been a professor in and chairnuin 
of the Departuicnt of Knglish EducaUou at Vlorlda State Uiiiv 
versiiy, the largest leacheMrainlng hisiiintlon In Florida. It 
is higldy probable that more ilian a few of the Florida teaihers 
who completed this survey studied at FSU. possibly under the 
direction of Professor Burton himscU. Moreover, Professor 
Burton has been very active in the state of Florida, working 
tirelessly for better English leaching. In short, Ins name is 
well known among Florida English teachers. The popularity 
of hts book niay, therefore^ be at least somewhat a function of 
the geographical area in which the survey was conducted. 

J. N, Hook's The teaching of high school English has been 
the most popular of die "methods'^ texts used in undergradu- 
ate metho<ls courses, almost since its initial edition in 1950 
(it is now in its third edition) . A t^^rson who elects to teach 
English is typically required to lake a metlimls course; nut 
infrequently the book studied will be Professor Hook's, 

The most popular of the general books was James Conant's 
The American high school today. Here, too, there is reason 
to question ihe validity of its popularity, as Conant's book 
achieved dial rarity among books about educatiom il atinined 
"best seller" staitis. Its popularity among the responding 
English leathers may be owing somewhat to Its popularity witli 
the general public and may be of limited inferential use as an 
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iiulkuUon of ihc ainouni of jnofossionat tciuling cnj^.igcil in 
by KngliMMc.uhcis- 

In no way sliotiUl these teinar):$ l>e (ohstruetl ns clisp.irag6 
mem of tlicsc ihrcc hooks. All three arc excellent works and 
tieser>*c wiclesprciul reailcr&hi|). 'I'he more ili&ircssing finding, 
in fact, is iIkU dcspilc llie forcRoin^ cx|)laiiaiious» '.here arc 
substamial tiiuubcrs of rcspoiulin^^ teachers who hj\ve ndi 
heard of these books: 155 had hot heard of BurloiVs booV; 
121 were ignornnt of Ik jk'55» were unaware of Conrtnl^s, 

3. As with tliesc three books, the overall lack of reatleriihip 
of some of the journals ami books merits further nttention. 
Media and Methods has been on the aitting edge of innova' 
tion in the English classrooiu for the last several yesm, per- 
haps tnore than any other single . source. Iliis Mgnificam jour« 
nal has been largely responsible for tlic advocacy and Icgiiiini- 
zation of media sindy in the Knglish classroom- Yet 103 of ilic 
responding teachers !i ad never ever heard of tlic journal aiid 
another 72, though they had heard of it» liad never seel i a 
copy. Of those magailnes which direct tlicir allchtion to ed 
iicatton hi general (as opposed to the first list of journals, 
which primarily are slantctl toward the teaching of English), 
none except the aforementioned Torfo/i fJf/ttrrir ion had any 
substanlial following among the respondenls to this survey. 

With books; liie situatioii is niucli the same. For example, 
Rosenblatt*s lAierdiure as expiorntion iniknotvn to 269 
teachers. Yet it is the work about which James R. Squire, 
former executive secretary of the National Council of Teach- 
ers of English, writes *'It ts otte of the very few books On the 
teachii)g of English that I believe all teachers should read.*' 
H'he reports of the Anglo-Amcritati (-onfercnco on the I'eachv 
ihg of English fared no bcller.This cxlraordinary gathering 
of scholars in English, Knglidi c<Jucation, drama, linguistics 
and psychology from the British Jstantjs, (Canada, an<l the 
Ifniieil States met at Dartmouth College in 1966 and en- 
gaged in peneiratitig aiul imelligent discusstou of the issues 
which face English tcadiers. Called the Dartmouth Seminar, 
this important conference authorlml i^vo different summartei 
of its proceedings^ Dixon*s Orom//j through ^^nglishf a work 
intended for members of Hui profession, and Mu!ler*s TA^ 
Hies of EtJgUshtd. work intended for the lay [)ublic but useful 
also to teachers and other professionals^ Of the 386 respou' 
dents/ 276 had never heard of Dixon's work, 258 of \ftillerV 



Another work lcga'^^ . -is of Mil>Mahli;il inipoiluiuc liy uliol- 
nrs ;n Ijifilisli inul ..gl.sli education was ihc report Fiecdmn 
and discipline in ::Hglish, iss\icd by ilic Comitnssion on 
Knglish of tUc College I'lntrance Kxuinlnalion Hoard; it, loo. 
had small readersliip, wiih 221 respdmlcnts unfamiliar even 
wiUi llic tille. 

Kxaniinaiion of the data wiih respect to general books in 
cdiuaiion reveals a readhij; lack siniilnr to dun dcmonst fated 
in the books moie closely related lo the leaching of Knglish. 
Older bni Mill rclevani and nscfol works like liar/unN 
Ton her w Amtmai :\\n\ Ilighet'ji The nr( of leaching were 
no more po]Hiliir than more recent works like Holt*s Warn 
children fait ii^v rostman and \VcinRartt\er'$ Teaching m a 
Mibversivc aciivity, The niunbers of respondents who h;id noi 
hearil of diese works arc, lespectively, 21fi, 219/ IGO, 25-1. 

4, When possible, observations slioidd go beyotid a mere 
repetition of die restiJts to inchuie some judgments uboiu tiic 
causes o[ the particular data received* The dominant qnotion 
abont the yield of tb!s survey is, Why have these leacherh 
read so little iii die$c important journals ami works? One 
answer, of course, centers on the sample, that its randomness 
resulted in tlie selection of iH-prcpared teachers who have 
made little attempt to keep professionally up-to-date. Such 
an inference d(>cs au iujusticc to die Triany teachers amojig the 
respondents wlio have read widely, rurthcrnrofe, the very 
randomness of the sample suggests that these teachers difter 
little fr<)nii tjieir counterparts ryll over the coinury. Kacli 
teacher surveyed had at least a bachelor*s degree fron\ an 
accredited teachcr trainiug insliluti<in, One smist, dierefoie, 
look beyond tlic grotip of respondents to ascertain th^ nns^ver 
to the question of the llmiticd professional readings. 

In all Hkclihowl llic answer Ites in ihe imure of die English 
teacher^ job. On the one hand, the Kn^lish teacher works 
long and hard hours simply to keep on lop of Iuj; duticJ^. 
Typicaliy^ lie teaches five classes (comprising approximately 
150 sludenis. He lyas lessons to prepare, tests to construct, nnd, 
above all, compositions to correct. A 300-word theme froni 
each of his students represents, in total, the same amount of 
reading as in an average si/ed professional book. Some 
Englisli teachers, rightly or not, receive themes this long 
from each of tlieir siutlems each tveefi. 
On the other band, what reading time the Kriglislv teactier 



has must be apportioned anuriig several competing areas ot , 
concentration. As a student o( literature ht feels a continuing i 
obligation to read the Dickens novel or t!ic Jbscn play Uq has 
not yei read; he must also read criticism of iliis literature. 
But lie cannot ignore the conienipotaiy best scHers which 
In's abler students arc reading* t>crhaps on loan from their • 
parents. Nor can tie evi?r forget his need to study thai Utcra- * 
tiire written especially for llic adolescents whom lie teaches 
daily: the latest novel by Helty Cavanna may be the answci" 
to motivating Susatu wlio simply will not read. Finally, and 
that IS precisely the place it achieves among the reading priori- ? 
lies of many English leachcrs, comes professional reading, the i 
study of those joutnals and hooks related to teaching English 
in particular and to education in general. It is not that these 
teacJicrs find professional reading to be valueless; it is, often, 
that their time is loo limited and that other areas of reading 
seem to them to merit their first attenion. Also, as this study \ 
suggests, many English teachers are simply imaware of what * 
exists in professional literature/ I 
Attempts to find the "why** of Umilcd professional reading. ^ 
however^ must not obscure the obvious need to discover meth- j 
0(U througli wliich EngJish teathers can become more (amih'ar 
with educational literature. Though such metho<h are beyond 
the scope o! iliis report of rcsearchj English educators, both 
those training prospective teachers and tliose engaged in in* 
service work with practicing teachers, must still seek new 
ways to encourage professional reading. 



